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Abstract  
 
Corruption is a widespread phenomenon and the media continue to play a pivotal role in 
exposing it. Every now and then there is jubilation as media investigations bring intricate 
exposés to the vast and widely dispersed media audiences, ensuring that perpetrators of 
corruption are named, shamed and brought to book. The advent of technology has also taken 
this to another level as it enables whistle-blowers to report corruption effectively and allows 
journalists and other crime-bursting institutions to monitor and report corrupt activities 
efficiently through surveillance and other intrusive techniques. Importantly, these significant 
investigations and exposés by journalists continue to lend credibility to the grand narrative of 
the media as the forth-estate and the concomitant rhetoric allusion of the media as the watchdog 
of society. However, I argue that what is largely lost in that allusion is the fact that journalists 
are themselves not immune to corruption and often exploit their position by resorting to 
unprofessional and unscrupulous media practices to perpetuate corruption for their own self-
enrichment. As a result, many of the investigations on corruption go unreported whenever 
journalists take bribes from perpetrators and develop mutually-beneficial relationships with 
them. By posing the rhetoric question: Quis custodiet ipsos custodies? [trans: Who will guard 
the guards themselves?], this paper essentially problematizes the efficacy of corruption 
reporting by the media in Africa and points to some of the grey areas that have the potential to 
undermine the war on corruption.  
 
 
Introduction 
 
Interrogating the theme “media, rhetoric and development in Africa” must begin by 
acknowledging the role that journalism plays in modern societies if well practised. Such 
deliberation must also acknowledge the fact that the media as channels of mass communication 
are themselves inanimate objects whose strengths and weaknesses depend on those that operate 
them. The important role of a well-functioning media was in fact underscored by Thomas 
Jefferson (1787: 01) many years ago:  
 
Were it left to me to decide whether we should have a government without 
newspapers, or newspapers without a government, I should not hesitate a moment 
to prefer the latter. 
 
Jefferson’s observation resonates with a somewhat “controversial” notion by Edmund Burke 
who was the first to identify the media as a “Fourth Estate”. I deliberately refer to the latter as 
being controversial because in this era of post-truth the media seem to be suffering a credibility 
gap, a point that I will pick up later in this paper. As Tegulle (2011) noted, upon highlighting 
the roles of Three Estates, namely the Legislature, the Executive and the Judiciary, Burke 
referred to the journalists in the gallery as the “Fourth Estate” and went on to declare that the 
Fourth Estate was even more significant than the others. I join in this conversation by 
highlighting the critical role that the media play in society, especially as far as the war against 
corruption is concerned, while at the same time highlighting one of the biggest paradoxes 
abound in some of the media practices which I argue need to be approached with extreme 
caution.  
 
Indeed, it should be elementary to say that journalism, if well practised, represents one 
of the primary guardians of the freedoms, rights and duties in a democratic society. As the 
Fourth Estate, the media has a duty to uncover scandals, human rights abuse, provoke debates 
on issues of public interest, hold public representatives accountable, create a platform for the 
public representative to discuss issues affecting the public, and most importantly create a viable 
platform for the public to voice their concern. Seen that way, the media often succeed in giving 
voice to the voiceless and foster what Herman and Chomsky (1988:3) refer to as “an alternative 
value system and framework for looking at the world.” From this vantage point, whenever the 
media expose corruption and scandals their role as a fourth estate is entrenched.  
This paper argues, however, that in spite of this confident endorsements, the rhetoric of 
the media as the Fourth Estate or Watchdog of society is highly problematic today. I proffer 
that this is because the virtue of “Truth” is increasingly being compromised in journalism 
practice more than ever before. The advanced technology seems to be playing a crucial but 
double-edged role as it makes it easier for whistle-blowers to report corruption effectively and 
allow journalists and other crime-bursting institutions to monitor and report corrupt activities 
efficiently through surveillance and other intrusion techniques, while at the same time poses 
ethical dilemmas that have serious implication for good journalism. This is disconcerting 
because for many years the media has been synonymous with the truth and as Cline (2008) 
aptly puts it, “The rhetoric of journalism is partly constructed to persuade news consumers that 
the news product is trustworthy. It is a rhetoric of credibility.”  It was indeed this rhetoric that 
resulted in the media being construed as credible providers of information that the public need 
to make informed decisions on important issues confronting them on a daily basis. The question 
therefore is: can we still speak of the media as the watchdog of society, the guardian of public 
interest or the fourth estate, given the credibility gap that the media seem to suffer as a result 
of this fundamental rupture?    
 
 
Media rhetoric and the exasperation of the credibility gap 
 
Recently, the media have been doing a great job publishing exposés on corruption and 
maladministration at the highest levels. In South Africa, the so-called the GuptaLeaks continue 
to unfold unabated, giving members of the public glimpses into the state capture phenomenon 
that is currently a subject a hot debate in that country. To a large degree, these exposés 
succeeded in amplifying the grand narrative of the media as the forth-estate and the watchdog 
of society. This is because the public is treated to the content of private emails revealing 
inflammatory details that the public would never have been able to access without the media. 
Those implicated in the emails have maintained that they are not authentic but have so far done 
nothing to support their rebuttal concerning the authenticity of the emails. Lately, there has 
also been a surge of the so-called the RamaphosaLeaks relating to the alleged sex scandal 
involving the country’s deputy president. However, the RamaphosaLeaks were shortlived as 
the leaks were immediately discredit as part of a sleaze and sensational journalism linked to a 
plot to discredit South Africa’s current deputy president Cyril Ramaphosa ahead of the 
important African National Congress (ANC) conference in December 2017 where he is 
expected to be elected president of the ruling party. Nonetheless, the most peculiar thing about 
these leaks is that,  in spite of their usefulness, they hardly provide details concerning the 
circumstances under which these details are obtained; who is providing these details and for 
what purpose? What do the journalists who publish these details have to go through to get 
them? How are these stories designed, packaged and conveyed to the public? What narrative 
is being created? 
  
The disavowal of media’s credibility is further exacerbated by the onslaught of the post-
truth era where facts, falsehoods and half-truths compete to set the public agenda. In that 
arrangement, members of the public often find themselves more than ever before at the 
receiving end of mendacities particularly in cases where journalists are bribed to conceal 
information or publish half-truths. It is posited in this paper that the aforementioned issue 
remains one of the biggest ironies of Journalism practice worldwide. As a result, certain 
scandals are likely to remain unreported whenever journalists develop mutually-beneficial 
relationships with perpetrators. In this dialectic, the guardian becomes the worst enemy agent 
in disguise. This lead to a difficult question, the key question posed at the beginning of this 
paper, ‘Quis Custodiet Ipsos Custodes?’ to borrow an expression used by Juvenal in his Satire, 
“the Decay of Moral Virtues”: 
 
Sed quis custodiet ipsos custodes,  
But who is going to guard the guards themselves,  
Who now keep silent the lapses of the loose girl?  
Paid off in the same coin?  (Satires of Juvenal, Satire 6.346–348) 
 
The above-stated quotation captures acutely a very important point because in principle the 
media is self-regulatory and journalists must operate within parameters set by the code of 
ethics. However, in Africa, media practitioners often have to walk a tight-rope when faced with 
powerful individuals or institutions that may want favours, a move which inevitably conflict 
with journalistic principles. In their story enterprising, journalists often try to uncover 
something that someone is trying to keep away from the public. Here the journalist may find 
himself or herself having to choose between punishment and reward. For example, journalists 
may be offered a reward to abandon a project or they may receive threats, ranging from limpid 
simplicity to extremely serious ones. Sometimes this may include death threats. At times it is 
tempting for them to accede to such requests, as previous empirical research has confirmed. 
For example, in his study of Nigerian media and corrupt practices, Adeyemi (2013:119) found 
that “Over 75 % of the journalists engage in corrupt practices with impunity.” Similar practices 
have been reported in Ethiopia, Cameroon, Zambia and other countries (see Baglo 2008, 
Ngangam 2006, Lodamo & Skjerdal 2009, Yusha’u 2009, Skjerdal 2011, Lukulunga 2012, 
Agbanu 2011). South Africa has its own equally disturbing cases that are highlighted elsewhere 
in this paper.   
 
For this reason, one must tread carefully whenever an alarm concerning corruption or 
any scandal is raised. It may be that the alarm is raised because somebody is not paying the 
bribe. As this paper argues, this is disturbing because the media has been, by and large, the best 
device of deterring corruption and holding those in power accountable. Perhaps it is this human 
fallibility that prompted Geoffrey Chaucer to draw our attention to the common pitfall of those 
entrusted with power. In the Prologue to the Canterbury Tales, Chaucer refers to the Friar and 
the Summoner amongst his group of pilgrims. The two are supposed to be the embodiment of 
good virtues but we learn through their characters that they are actually the opposite of that 
which they ought to represent. They take bribes and do not uphold the sacrosanct that they are 
expected to abide by. This double-standard is akin to the allusion being raised in this paper. 
One wonders why the guards would behave in such an unethical way. This paper submits that 
the reality is far more complex.  
 
 
Impediment to good journalism  
 
Among the situations that are routinely being highlighted as fertile grounds for unprofessional 
and unscrupulous media practices are poor working conditions for journalists, volatile political 
situations and threats to the safety of journalists. This paper maintains that the problem can 
broadly be divided into three categories, namely: internal, political and commercial pressures. 
With regard to internal pressures, some of the major constraints affecting media organisations 
operating in Africa include budgetary constraints and scarcity of resources. Budgetary 
constraints result in journalists being poorly paid and sometimes not being paid on time, 
making them prone to taking bribes or finding other ways to earn a living. In fact, the 
juniorisation of the newsroom, which has been a subject of much debate in South Africa, is 
often blamed on low wages (Motsaathebe 2011). For this reason, we have seen a trend in which 
journalists end up taking jobs in the communication divisions of government departments or 
private companies where the salary is much higher.   
 
The phenomenon of brown envelope journalism troubling much of the continent is also 
attributed to poor wages. Studies indicate that in Ethiopia bribery, ‘brown envelope’, is so rife 
that it is institutionalised. The same goes for Nigeria, where Agbanu (2011: 90) finds bribery 
so prevalent that media practitioners have well-understood expressions to describe its various 
manifestations. Among these is ‘upsound’ (a higher pitch or bribery required to motivate the 
journalist to produce a story that presents the payer of the bribe in a positive way). Another 
term being used is ‘goro’ apparently linked to African hospitality where the host is expected to 
offer kola nuts. They also refer to such bribery as ‘Energiser,’ a bribe to ‘enhance performance. 
In Cameroon the metaphor ‘gombo’ a slippery plant popularly used a soup ingredient in that 
part of the world, is used for this kind of practice (Ndangam 2006,  Lodamo & Skjerdal 2009) 
while in the DRC journalists use the term ‘coupage’ which according to Lukulunga (2012) 
derives from the name of a former Congolese Secretary of State for Finance, François Kupa 
who rewarded journalists for the services they rendered him during his tenure. In Ghana, they 
refer to it as ‘Soli’ while in Zambia it is called ‘Ndalama’.  Ndangam (2006) asserts that 
contextual factors contribute to corrupt practices. In her study, she finds that the ‘activities of 
non-gombo-paying organisations and individuals are readily marginalised, condemned, and 
even boycotted’. We are talking here about the guardians whose role is deeply ingrained. 
Indeed, unscrupulous practices such as these cast aspersion on the credibility of journalism.  
 
Political pressures may include subtle hints, direct threats and physical intimidation, as 
well as all manner of incentives, such as job offers and tenders. In Swaziland, for instance, 
journalists are often subjected to serious threats for coverage that is deemed to be critical of the 
country’s leadership.  A certain politician from that part of the world was quoted in a Times of 
Swaziland as saying: “I want to warn the media to bury things that have the potential of 
undermining the country rather than publish everything even when such reports are harmful to 
the country's international image. Journalists who continue to write bad things about the 
country will die.” Journalists operating under such conditions are likely to refrain from 
covering controversial issues or to approach them in ways that avoid criticism of the state. Such 
threats are an ever-present reality in Swaziland: in 2003 the state issued a directive forbidding 
public broadcasters from covering anything controversial concerning the government (CPJ 
2003).   
 
In South Africa, there were instances where journalists were arrested without charge. 
For example, Sunday Times journalist Mzilikazi wa Afrika was arrested in 2011 and detained 
for two days after writing about the alleged irregularities in multimillion-rand leases for police 
office space (Pather 2011). Wa Africa had his phone calls intercepted. At the time he reported 
having been tipped-off by sources that he was ‘a marked man’ and that a hit man had been 
hired, prompting the newspaper to provide extra security for him.  A political obstacle may 
also take the form of an abuse of legislation and other legal mechanisms in countries where the 
media are subject to government control in the form of licences issued by the state. For instance, 
in Zimbabwe, a number of media organizations have been denied licences and some of them 
have closed down as a result of political complications. Others have reported signal jamming, 
imprisonment of journalists and assault by police. 
  
In other countries, directives attempting to dictate media coverage are issued from time 
to time. At one stage, the Botswana government had to abandon the Draft Mass Media 
Communications Bill which would have imposed a state media council to regulate the 
professional conduct of journalists (African Media Development Initiative 2006).  At one stage 
there were attempts in South African to introduce a media appeals tribunal which many argued 
would be tantamount to government control. However, others argued that the government may 
be within its right to keep an eye on the media to curb irresponsible reporting, for example 
where journalists report factual errors. Bertrand (2000: 5) for instance, argues that the media 
habitually neglect their duty towards the public and only develop concerns for ethics in order 
to avoid intervention by government. As such, the government is consistently concerned with 
the affairs of the media and the way it operates and will, from time to time, convey concerns 
that may be seen as threatening the supposed autonomy of the media.  
 
Journalists may also yield to political pressure in order to avoid expensive legal battles 
or harassment. Usually, the stories involve powerful individuals or organisations with the 
means to deliver on their promise, whether threats or compensation. Because these individuals 
or companies are so powerful, the journalist often has to carefully weigh up the consequences 
of his actions, namely reward or punishment. Punishment can come in many forms because 
you are dealing with those in a position of power. For example, a few days ago the Botswana 
Gazette wrote a story under the caption “Government embattled under the weight to leaked 
documents and exposés on questionable dealings has embarked on a new tactic to silence one 
of its most feared critics” (Seretse 2017: 01). The feared critic referred to was Outsa Mokone, 
the Editor of the Sunday Standard who was at the time investigating corruption in government 
in that part of the world.  His vehicle was reportedly broken into in 2017 as he was busy 
preparing for the funeral of his wife and his ID and passport were stolen. The news article 
stated, “the unwarranted investigation into his citizenship are fictitious and an effort to frustrate 
him following his newspaper’s extensive exposés on government corruption” (Seretse 2017: 
01).  As a result, Mokone had difficulties attending to his late wife’s estate and had to cancel a 
scheduled appointment for important international commitments. 
 
Furthermore, punishment can also be subtle, for instance, it can be in the form of 
alienation or even refusal to grant interviews. That is why the area of investigative journalism 
is not for the faint-hearted. In my interview with the producer of Project Spear—a 
controversial documentary film the South African Broadcasting Corporation (SABC) wanted 
to be banned, Sylvia Vollenhoven said one of the challenges that she encountered was a refusal 
by the government and the Reserve Bank to grant her interviews. The film deals with the 
largescale corruption of the apartheid government and its impact on post-apartheid South 
Africa. Ironically, the film was commissioned by the SABC, which suddenly somersaulted 
after giving its full support to the production. The corporation took legal steps to stop the 
screening of the film and subsequently applied for a Supreme Court interdict against the 
filmmaker.  I asked Vollenhoven why the SABC was stopping the film that it initially 
commissioned and she was equally perplexed. I raised this question because corruption by its 
nature is a crucial story to tell, for various reasons:  
• It is a matter of public interest 
• It is a scandal and therefore a matter of human interest 
• It often involves high profile individuals – therefore members of the public need 
to know about how the people that they elect into office or those that they hold in high 
esteem conduct themselves when they are not in the public eye. 
 
Again, those in power could try to manipulate the journalist in order for the journalist to drop 
the story or twig it, or even write stories that are favourable to him or her. This is referred to as 
“blocking,” defined by Mayiga (2011) as a reference that extortionist journalists use to extract 
money from their victims in exchange for withholding a damaging story. Thus a journalist can 
either blackmail the perpetrator or they can be enticed by the perpetrator to drop the story in 
exchange for money. That is why I argue that we will never know how many stories have been 
culled because some journalists decided to resort to self-enrichment.  
 
Thus, journalists can be enticed to even write positively for profiling purposes. A 
memorable example from our shores is the Cape Argus case, in which former Western Cape 
Premier Ebrahim Rasool was said to have paid journalists for favourable coverage (Duncan 
2011). This is both a brown envelope and a political influence problem. It can also be seen as 
an example of clientelism. According to Muno (2010), clientelism is a social relationship 
between two persons, a client and a patron. 
 
A patron is someone who controls certain resources, money, goods, access to 
jobs, services, etc. These resources are available for the client under certain 
circumstances. The client has to give his own resources for it, work, support, 
etc. But nevertheless, he has a close personal relationship to the patron (Muno 
2010: 3). 
 
Curiously enough, this patron-client relationship is always asymmetrical. Thus it results in a 
hierarchical relationship between the client and the patron. Ashley Smith, a former journalist 
for a Cape Town daily, the Cape Argus divulged in an affidavit submitted to the National 
Prosecuting Authority in 2010 that he and his senior, Joe Aranes were financially rewarded by 
Ebrahim Rasool in exchange for unremitting and favourable coverage.  
 
Ironically, in its Editorial Handbook, the Argus has the following as one of its central 
principles: “To adhere to independent, honest and responsible standards of journalism that do 
not pander to personal or sectional interests but are concerned solely with the public interest”. 
Clearly, this is a case of an unethical relationship at an individual level, where journalists are 
financially rewarded to produce stories favourable to a certain politician in order to build his 
reputation, giving him an unfair advantage over other politicians. This also means that the 
journalists will ignore the news values or criteria that is normally used by journalists to decide 
which stories to cover. This unethical behaviour was strongly condemned by many 
organisations including the Freedom of Expression Institute, which stated:  
 
The media has a responsibility to ensure that consumers receive 
balanced and nuanced content, ensured by including multiple 
perspectives, corroborating sources and rigorous fact-checking. The 
journalist's creed of accuracy and fairness may be likened to the 
medical practitioner's Hippocratic Oath, and ought to be as sacrosanct 
(FXI, 2010). 
 
What steps did the Cape Argus take? The newspaper immediately ordered an investigation 
which established that Smith had received a direct monetary payment, while Arenes had 
benefited indirectly through lucrative government contracts awarded to his company. Smith 
was fired (or rather forced to resign), whereas Aranes was reinstated because, in the paper’s 
view, he had committed a much lesser offence (Williams 2010). Aranes has since moved on to 
become a Group Editor of Uhuru Publications, which publishes the Eland Nuus, a community 
newspaper. In 2012, however, the Mail & Guardian (Feb 10, 2012: 3) published a story under 
the headline ‘Brown envelope man accused again.’ The brown envelope man referred to in the 
Mail & Guardian story was none other than Arenes.  The Mail & Guardian article alleged that 
the owner of Uhuru Publications fired news editors that refused to manipulate the news in order 
to create a situation that is “amenable to his ‘political and business interests.’  
 
The Mail & Guardian reporter Niren Tolsi wrote, “It now appears that he [Aranes] has 
moved from that alleged underworld [brown envelope allegations at the Cape Argus] to one in 
which the newspaper he is guiding [Eland Nuus/Uhuru Publications] is accused of dividing an 
impoverished community in the diamond-rich Richtersveld area for the alleged benefit of the 
paper’s publisher, Desmond Sampson (Tolsi 2010: 3). The community in question won a R190-
million deal as part of the settlement of the land claim which they won in 2007 and Mail & 
Guardian reports that Sampson has an interest in the deal. If the claims of news manipulation 
are true, this will be a clear example of media owners and other stakeholders exerting influence 
that results in unethical practices.  
 
 
The discourse of media practice and cognitive moral development theory 
 
The discourse of media practice is often characterised by the dialectic of compliment and 
criticism, as we have demonstrated. Ultimately, by failing to uphold journalistic principles, 
media practitioners calls in to question the rhetoric of journalism as the watchdog of society. 
Omojola (2012: 14) argues that “the circumstances in which contemporary journalists find 
themselves are proof that forces outside their territory determine the survival and sustenance 
of their job.” Moral judgement, therefore, becomes necessary to ensure that journalists abide 
by the noble journalistic principles. Kohlberg’s theory of cognitive moral development 
(Kohlberg & Kramer 1969) proposes several stages of moral reasoning that can be divided into 
three broad categories, namely: pre-conventional, conventional, and post-conventional.  
 
At the pre-conventional level, the individual’s reasoning about morality is about his 
self-interest and it is governed by externally-imposed rules. Ethical behaviour is thus 
influenced both by self-gratification and the organisation’s rules of reward and punishments. 
Here, the individual will thus take a particular course of action in order to gain reward or avoid 
punishment. Journalists who betray the profession operate within this ambit, the pre-
conventional level.   
 
At the conventional level, the individual assimilates the shared moral norms of a society 
or profession. The individual’s actions are rationalised in terms of the standards and 
expectation of his profession as well the laws governing both the society and the profession. 
While at the post-conventional level the individual is guided by what Kohlberg & Kramer 
(1969) refer to as the “social contract orientation and the universal principle orientation”. This 
means that the actions of the individual are guided by what he regards as being universally 
acceptable. The problem with the post-conventional level is that what is universal may not 
necessarily be ethical correct with a particular context.  
According to this logic, therefore, media practitioners should ideally operate at the 
conventional level. In other words, they should internalise the shared norms of their profession, 
organisation and society, as opposed to acting in their own self-interest. It becomes clear that 
the individuals in the preceding case that we have discussed decided on their actions according 
to the pre-conventional level, which meant their actions (such as taking bribes or avoiding 
writing stories that might result in loss or discomfort) maximised their pleasure-seeking 
interest. If these individuals had decided on their actions at the conventional level, they would 
have prioritised journalistic professional standards and the interest of the public. 
 
 
The road ahead  
 
Many people have argued that the ills that bedevil the media profession can be exorcised 
through ethical training programmes within media organisations. However, I argued that the 
issue is far more complex and that many media managers have not instituted such training 
programmes and as a result ethical matters tend to be taken up in an ad hoc manner when a 
transgression has been committed. That is why there was jubilation on World Press Freedom 
Day in 2012 when the African Media Institute (AMI) released new guidelines for media 
leaders. Titled ‘Leadership and Guiding Principles for African Media Owners and Managers’, 
the document provides guidelines to encourage media leaders to proactively promote ethics. 
This was in the light of a realisation that in many countries in Africa it is difficult for media 
managers to create an ethical environment in which good journalism can flourish. That 
document was well-received by media practitioners and highlighted the need for 
professionalism in the media industry.  
 
The reality of the situation, however, is that even when there are honed lexicons and 
rules prescribing what ought to be done, journalists can still choose to ignore them. This implies 
that media managers should not just assume that everybody will do a good thing because it is 
a good thing to do. That is why Mathata Tsedu (2008), who became editor-in-chief of the South 
African newspaper the City Press in 2007, emphasises the implementation of ‘verification and 
accuracy tests’. He states that these were critical in ensuring that ‘the attitude of the audience 
to the paper changed, and sales began to grow’ (2008: 59).  Furthermore, Tsedu found that as 
soon as an environment for ethical behaviour was created, the content quality of City Press 
improved, the attitude of its audience changed, and the paper’s bottom line improved. On the 
other hand, Alan Dunn, editor of the Daily News in South Africa, argues that journalists must 
be paid well to prevent them from being susceptible to corrupt practices such as being offered 
monetary compensation for favourable coverage. As he puts it, ‘Pay them well or pay them 
more’ (Dunn 2008: 51).  
 
However, empirical studies suggest that even when people are paid handsomely, they 
can always choose self-gratification. For example, when a former City Press Editor decided to 
contravene journalistic principles by publishing the details of off-the-record briefing and 
subsequently transgressed another sacrosanct of the profession by appearing before the 
commission of inquiry, he was booted out of the profession. Then again, he was immediately 
appointed to a very lucrative government post. The journalist who wrote the story also ended 
up in a well-paid senior position in government. From time to time, good journalists who break 
important stories disappear from the profession only to emerge as spin doctors in the various 
government departments or big multinational companies. It has come to light now that some 
of these journalists’ recruitment to these positions lies in the mutually beneficial relationship 
that they cultivated with certain politicians or business executives during their tenure in the 
media industry.   
 
 
 
Conclusion  
 
This paper has problematized the allusion of the media as the fourth estate in the light of the 
fact that journalists are themselves not immune to corruption in their practice. The paper cited 
empirical studies from across Africa to illuminate the seriousness of corruption within a 
profession hailed as the beacon of hope in the fight against corruption, oppression and any form 
of injustice. The “GuptaLeaks” and “RamaphosaLeaks” are also underscored as some of the 
important media exposés that offer nuanced insights into the perceived watchdog role of the 
media. Furthermore, the paper lamented the post-truth era of fake news, falsehoods, and 
sensational reporting as exacerbating the media’s precarious situation but argued in the final 
analysis that such an era provides an important moment in which unscrupulous media 
practitioners can either perish or redeem themselves. Importantly, by drawing attention to one 
of the biggest ironies of the media profession today, the idea is, of course, not to chastise but 
to offer a scope for debates within which media ethics can be expanded. Finally, by basing the 
issues raised in this paper on Juvenal’s question, ‘Quis Custodiet Ipsos Custodes?’ the paper 
invites heart-wrenching introspection which will go a long way in strengthening the media’s 
self-regulatory mechanisms and approaches and reclaiming its anterior glory. 
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